On the interplay between astrophysical and laboratory probes of
  MeV-scale axion-like particles by Ertas, Fatih & Kahlhoefer, Felix
Prepared for submission to JHEP TTK-20-08
On the interplay between astrophysical and laboratory
probes of MeV-scale axion-like particles
Fatih Ertas and Felix Kahlhoefer
Institute for Theoretical Particle Physics and Cosmology (TTK), RWTH Aachen University, D-
52056 Aachen, Germany
E-mail: ertas@physik.rwth-aachen.de, kahlhoefer@physik.rwth-aachen.de
Abstract: Studies of axion-like particles (ALPs) commonly focus on a single type of
interaction, for example couplings only to photons. Most ALP models however predict
correlations between different couplings, which change the phenomenology in important
ways. For example, an MeV-scale ALP coupled to Standard Model gauge bosons at high
energies will in general interact with photons, W± and Z bosons as well as mesons and
nucleons at low energies. We study the implications of such scenarios and point out that
astrophysical constraints, in particular from SN1987A, may be substantially relaxed, open-
ing up new regions of parameter space that may be explored with laboratory experiments
such as NA62.
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1 Introduction
Axions, which were first introduced as a solution to the strong CP problem [1–4], have since
been studied more generally as potential new pseudoscalar particles with small mass and
tiny interaction rates with the Standard Model (SM) particle content. These candidates are
then commonly referred to as Axion-like particles (ALPs). What makes them in particular
intriguing is that they can arise as Pseudo-Goldstone bosons of a spontaneously broken
approximate global symmetry explaining both their small mass and couplings. Since the
ALP coupling strength to SM particles as well as their precise cosmological history are
– 1 –
model-dependent, they have been studied in literature in a wide phenomenological range,
e.g. in the context of dark matter [5–15], flavour physics [16–20], astrophysics [21–26] and
cosmology [27–32]. Consequently, there are many experimental efforts to search for different
ALP candidates, see e.g. refs. [33–42].
As ALPs naturally emerge from the breaking of a global symmetry at some high scale
they can be suitably studied within an effective field theory (EFT) approach [43–45]. In
such a set-up many different interactions are expected to arise in a correlated way leading
to a rich phenomenology. However, most existing ALP studies limit themselves to a single
kind of interaction, most prominently the coupling to photons, while all other couplings are
assumed to be zero or at least sufficiently small. In this case it is not possible to capture all
of the phenomenological aspects of an ALP that has multiple interactions at low energies.
The present work therefore combines and improves various approaches for constraining
ALPs from the literature:
• For a given ALP interaction at high scales we consider the effect of all induced low-
energy interactions. For example, if the ALP couples to SM SU(2)L gauge bosons
we do not only include the resulting W boson interaction but also the effective ALP-
photon coupling and the Zγa vertex. In the case of ALP-gluon interactions we include
the induced ALP-photon coupling together with the nucleon interactions.
• This approach makes it essential to go beyond the single-operator-study usually em-
ployed in the ALP literature (see also refs. [46, 47] for similar recent approaches). We
consistently include all relevant effects by taking into account all required operators
in both the ALP production and its decay or absorption. This treatment also dif-
fers from refs. [46, 48], where it is assumed that the ALPs decay invisibly into some
additional light particles.
• We consistently include all relevant interactions to determine the bounds on ALP-
photon and ALP-gluon couplings from the cooling of supernova SN1987A. A similar
analysis has been performed in ref. [24], but we substantially improve the calcula-
tion of the ALP optical depth, of the bounds on ALP-nucleon interactions (following
ref. [25] in both cases) and of the estimation of uncertainties affecting the constraints.
Compared to previous results, our main constraint on the ALP-photon coupling is
more conservative in the trapping regime whereas our bound on ALP-gluon interac-
tions excludes more parameter space for large ALP masses.
We apply this approach to the case of ALPs with MeV-scale masses that interact with
the various SM gauge bosons. We are particularly interested in the question whether such
ALPs may be discovered with laboratory experiments. The most promising search channel
is the rare decay K+ → pi+ + inv, which will be explored with unprecedented sensitivity
at NA62 [49]. In the simplest models, for example in the case of an ALP coupling only
to SU(2)L gauge bosons, the parameter region probed by NA62 is already excluded by
astrophysical constraints, in particular by the bound from SN1987A. However, as soon as
interactions with several different gauge bosons are considered simultaneously, supernova
bounds can be strongly suppressed. The reason is that for sufficiently large couplings ALPs
– 2 –
are trapped in the supernova core and can no longer contribute significantly to its cooling.
We investigate this interplay of astrophysical and laboratory probes in detail and find that
NA62 has great potential to explore this so-called trapping regime.
The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we review the general aspects of the ALP
EFT and derive the relevant interactions as well as meson-mixing contributions. We then
discuss existing constraints and prospects on MeV-scale ALPs paying particular attention
to supernova bounds in section 3. Our results for specific coupling scenarios of ALPs to
SM gauge boson are presented in section 4, which is then followed by our conclusions in
section 5. More details on the mixing between ALPs and pseudoscalar mesons as well as
their contributions to K+ → pi+ + inv. are given in appendices A and B. Finally, we give
details on the computation of the ALP luminosity for SN1987A in appendix C, review the
influence of uncertainties on the SN bounds in appendix D and discuss the sensitivity of
NA62 to ALPs with mass greater than the pion mass in appendix E.
2 Theoretical framework
2.1 ALP effective theory
In this work we employ an EFT approach to describe the interactions of ALPs with SM
particles at energies below the new-physics scale Λ. For this we assume that the ALP a is
a singlet under the SM gauge group, CP odd and that its mass is below the electroweak
scale. We additionally assume no new sources of CP violation. Following the notation from
ref. [44], the Lagrangian then reads [43, 45]
Leff =1
2
(∂µa)(∂
µa)− m
2
a,0
2
a2 +
∂µa
Λ
∑
F
Ψ¯F CF γµ ΨF
+ g2s CGG
a
Λ
GaµνG˜
µν,a + g2CWW
a
Λ
W aµνW˜
µν,a + g′ 2CBB
a
Λ
BµνB˜
µν ,
(2.1)
where Gaµν , W
a
µν and Bµν describe the field strength tensors of the strong and electroweak
sector with CGG, CWW and CBB being the corresponding Wilson coefficients and gs, g
and g′ are the SM gauge couplings. The dual tensors are given by X˜µν = 12
µναβXαβ
(0123 = 1). Furthermore, ΨF denote the SM fermion multiplets and CF are (hermitian)
matrices characterizing their couplings strength to the ALP field. In the following we will
focus on ALPs interacting predominantly with SM gauge bosons and therefore assume
CF ≈ 0 at tree level.
The continuous shift symmetry of the ALP, a → a + const., used to construct the
Lagrangian above is broken down to a discrete one by the anomalous GaµνG˜
µν,a interactions
and is furthermore softly broken by the explicit ALP mass term ma,0. Combining the
influence of these two terms on the ALP mass, we obtain [3, 44]
m2a ≈ m2a,0 + (32pi2|CGG|)2
F 20m
2
pi
Λ2
mumd
(mu +md)2
≈ m2a,0 +
(
1.8 MeV |CGG| 1 TeV
Λ
)2
,
(2.2)
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where F0 ≈ 92 MeV is the pion decay constant. The parameter ma,0 therefore allows us to
treat the ALP mass and the ALP-gluon coupling as independent parameters of our theory,
in contrast to the case of the QCD axion [1–4].
The next step is to include the effects of electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) into
the effective theory for ALPs. This induces several new interactions in the electroweak
sector, of which the following ones are most relevant to our discussion [44]
Leff ⊃ e2Cγγ a
Λ
FµνF˜µν +
2e2
swcw
CγZ
a
Λ
FµνZ˜µν + 4g
2CWW
a
Λ
µναβ∂µW
+
ν ∂αW
−
β , (2.3)
where
Cγγ = CWW + CBB , CγZ = c
2
wCWW − s2wCBB . (2.4)
Here e is the electric charge, θw is the weak angle with sw ≡ sin(θw) and cw ≡ cos(θw),
Fµν and Zµν are the photon and Z boson field strength tensors, respectively, and W± are
the fields for the W± bosons.
2.2 Mixing effects of light ALPs
As we are interested in studying ALPs with masses below 1 GeV, the hadronic contributions
to the processes of interest (discussed in more detail later) can be obtained from a chiral
Lagrangian [43]. We start by computing the ALP-mixing with pseudoscalar mesons (pi0,
η, η′). For this we first have to determine the interactions resulting from eq. (2.1) at scales
of about 1 GeV [44]
Leff ⊃1
2
(∂µa)(∂
µa)− m
2
a,0
2
a2 + g2s CGG
a
Λ
GaµνG˜
µν,a
+ e2Cγγ
a
Λ
FµνF˜
µν + q¯ (i /D −Mq)q ,
(2.5)
where we have included the relevant QCD terms with q = (u, d, s)T and the quark mass
matrix Mq = diag(mu, md, ms).
Before mapping this onto a chiral Lagrangian, it is convenient to rotate the gluonic
interaction away by performing a chiral rotation on the light quark fields q → eiκq a2fa γ5q
where Tr[κq] = 1 and 1/fa = −32pi2CGG/Λ. The interactions then read [43, 44]
Leff ⊃1
2
(∂µa)(∂
µa)− m
2
a,0
2
a2 + e2
(
Cγγ − 6CGGTr[κqQ2q ]
) a
Λ
FµνF˜µν
+ q¯ (i /D −Mq(a))q + ∂
µa
2Λ
q¯
(
(κq32pi
2CGG)γµγ5
)
q .
(2.6)
Here we introduced the rotated quark mass matrix Mq(a) = e
iκq
a
2fa
γ5Mqe
iκq
a
2fa
γ5 and the
charge matrix Qq = diag(2/3, −1/3, −1/3) containing the electric charges of the light
quarks in units of e > 0.
These interactions can now be mapped onto a chiral Lagrangian at leading order (see
appendix A for details). Here it is convenient to choose κq = M
−1
q /Tr[M
−1
q ] in order to
– 4 –
avoid tree-level mass mixing between the ALP and the octet mesons [43]. The mixing
contributions of the ALP into the pseudoscalar mesons can then be determined to [50]
pi0 → pi0 + θapia ≈ pi0 +  Kapim
2
a
m2a −m2pi
a ,
η → η + θaηa ≈ η + 
Kaηm
2
a +m
2
aη
m2a −m2η
a ,
η′ → η′ + θaη′a ≈ η′ + 
Kaη′m
2
a +m
2
aη′
m2a −m2η′
a ,
(2.7)
where  = F0/Λ and small mixing angles are assumed, i.e. the ALP mass should not be too
close to any of the pseudoscalar masses. The kinetic mixing contributions KaP are given
by
Kapi = 16pi
2CGG(κu − κd) ,
Kaη = 16pi
2CGG
(
(κu + κd)
(
1√
3
c(θ)−
√
2
3
s(θ)
)
− κs
(
2√
3
c(θ) +
√
2
3
s(θ)
))
,
Kaη′ = 16pi
2CGG
(
(κu + κd)
(
1√
3
s(θ) +
√
2
3
c(θ)
)
− κs
(
2√
3
s(θ)−
√
2
3
c(θ)
))
,
(2.8)
while the mass mixing terms maP are
m2aη = 16pi
2CGG
2
√
6B0
Tr[M−1q ]
s(θ) ,
m2aη′ = −16pi2CGG
2
√
6B0
Tr[M−1q ]
c(θ) ,
(2.9)
where B0 = m
2
pi/(mu + md) and c(θ) ≡ cos(θ) as well as s(θ) ≡ sin(θ) describe the η–η′
mixing.1
2.3 Interactions of light ALPs with photons and nucleons
The coupling studied most in terms of constraints and experimental prospects in the ALP
literature is the one to photons, see e.g. refs. [24, 27, 52–57]. It is therefore crucial to
capture all of the sizeable contributions to the photon coupling in our EFT set-up. Here
it is important to notice that the tree-level coupling in eq. (2.4) generated after EWSB
receives further hadronic contributions from the gluonic ALP coupling as is evident from
eq. (2.6). We therefore define an effective ALP-photon coupling [44, 58, 59]
Ceffγγ ≈Cγγ − 1.92CGG +
1
16pi2
Kapi
m2a
m2a −m2pi
+
1
16pi2
Kaηm
2
a +m
2
aη
m2a −m2η
+
13.6
10.8
1
16pi2
Kaη′m
2
a +m
2
aη′
m2a −m2η′
,
(2.10)
1We choose θ = −13◦ [51] yielding mη ≈ 537 MeV and mη′ ≈ 1.15 GeV which is of sufficient accuracy
for our purposes.
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where the precise coefficient multiplying CGG can be obtained by including higher orders in
the computation [60].2 We have also taken the mixing induced contributions into account,
which are valid for ALP masses not too close to the respective pseudoscalar mass. We
emphasise that the ALP-photon coupling is very generic in the sense that it receives a
contribution from all the Wilson coefficients studied in this work and will therefore always
be sizeable unless an accidental cancellation occurs. This simple observation demonstrates
that studying one operator at a time, as usually done in the ALP literature, is insufficient
to capture the full phenomenology of ALP models.
Using this effective photon coupling the decay width to photons can then be written
as
Γaγγ =
4piα2m3a
Λ2
|Ceffγγ |2 , (2.11)
where α is the electromagnetic fine-structure constant. We point out that, since we assume
negligible tree-level interactions between ALPs and electrons, the ALP will decay domi-
nantly into photons, i.e. Γ atot ≈ Γaγγ , and hence its lifetime will be very sensitive to its
mass. Loop-induced decays into electrons/muons are negligible [46] and the hadronic decay
channel a→ 3pi is relevant only for ma > 3mpi, which is out of the mass range considered
in this work.
For CGG 6= 0 the ALP will also couple to nucleons. These interactions can be de-
termined by including protons and neutrons into the chiral EFT. Defining the nucleon
coupling by L = ∂µa/(2Λ)CN N¯γµγ5N , where N is a nucleon field, we obtain3 [63]
Cp + Cn ≈ 16pi2CGG ,
Cp − Cn ≈ 1.273
3
32pi2CGG .
(2.12)
Note that these relations imply that for an ALP coupling predominantly to gluons the
effective proton coupling Cp is about an order of magnitude larger than the effective neutron
coupling Cn.
2.4 Computation of K+ → pi+ + a
One of the most sensitive laboratory probes of MeV-scale ALPs are searches for the rare
decay of a charged kaon to a charged pion and an ALP, where the ALP escapes from the
detector as an invisible particle [46, 48]. Past experimental searches in this channel provide
stringent constraints on ALP models [64, 65], while upcoming experiments offer substantial
discovery potential.
For CWW 6= 0 the transition occurs via a loop-level FCNC, where the ALP is emitted
from the internal W boson line of the penguin diagram. This transition generates an
2We neglect the small uncertainties of 0.04 in the determination of this coefficient for our discussion. We
note however that recently ref. [61] computed the coefficient to be 2.05, which suggests that uncertainties
may in fact be larger.
3More precise calculations have been performed in [60] and most recently in [62]. The values used here
are also consistent with their results. Note that for the comparison one has to identify 1/fa = −32pi2CGG/Λ.
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effective interaction [48]
L = −gsd ∂µa d¯γµPLs+ h.c. , (2.13)
with the effective coefficient
gsd =
6G2F m
4
W
pi2
CWW
Λ
∑
q=c,t
V ∗qdVqsf(m
2
q/m
2
W ) . (2.14)
Here we have neglected the up-quark contribution and introduced the loop function
f(x) =
x(1 + x(ln(x)− 1))
(1− x)2 . (2.15)
With this effective interaction we can then determine the decay width to be
Γ(K+ → pi+ +A) = |gsd|
2
64pim3
K+
(m2K+ −m2pi+)2 λ1/2(m2K+ , m2pi+ , m2a) , (2.16)
where λ(x, y, z) = x2 + y2 + z2 − 2xy − 2xz − 2xy. We have neglected the hadronic form
factor as it is close to unity [5, 66, 67].
In the case of gluonic ALP couplings, the ALP mixes with the pseudoscalar mesons
as discussed in section 2.2 and will therefore participate in the K+ decay through mixing
effects. Taking into account that K+ → pi+a involves a change of isospin by 1/2, one
expects the ∆I = 1/2 rule to apply [68]. By employing a chiral Lagrangian (see appendix
B for calculational details), we can then approximately relate the ALP amplitude to the
amplitude for K0 → pi+pi−:
M(K+ → pi+a) ≈ θmixM(K0 → pi+pi−) (2.17)
=
[
θapi
3A2
2A0
ei(χ2−χ0) + θaη
√
2
3
(
c(θ)−
√
2s(θ)
)
+ θaη′
√
2
3
(√
2c(θ) + s(θ)
)]M(K0 → pi+pi−) .
Here Ai and χi describe the amplitudes and phases in the isospin decomposition of the
kaon amplitudes according to the notation in refs. [69, 70]. The first term corresponds
to the contribution of the K+ → pi+pi0 decay, which is usually omitted because of the
A2/A0 ≈ 1/22 suppression. However, for ma ≈ O(100 MeV) one finds θapi  θaη, θaη′ ,
which can overcome this suppression. The resulting decay width reads [68, 71]
BR(K+ → pi+a) ≈ |θmix|2 τK+
τK0S
BR(K0S → pi+pi−)
|~pa|
|~ppi|D
2
pipi , (2.18)
where τ are the kaon lifetimes, D2pipi ≈ 1/3 corrects for the absence of final-state interactions
for pi+a [72, 73] and the three-momenta are |~pX | = λ1/2(m2K , m2pi, m2X)/(2mK) in the lab
frame. We emphasize that the computation presented above is only of approximate nature
and is subject to uncertainties such as the η–η′ mixing that can not be described accurately
at leading order in a chiral EFT. We refer to ref. [71] for a more detailed discussion.
We note that ALP-quark couplings would in general also give a contribution to the
process K+ → pi+a. The resulting effect is however not easy to calculate in an EFT
– 7 –
approach, because the loop-induced FCNC s → da is divergent [74]. In other words, it
becomes difficult to reliably calculate experimental bounds and discovery prospects in the
K+ → pi+a channel without a specific underlying model. To obtain a rough estimate
for the case of flavour-universal couplings, one can replace the UV divergence by a leading
logarithm [74]. Adopting this prescription we find that for an ALP that couples dominantly
to quarks the most interesting regions of parameter space are already excluded by existing
constraints. We will therefore not discuss this case in more detail and focus instead on the
interactions with gauge bosons.
3 Experimental and observational constraints
In the following we will discuss the most important bounds from fixed-target experiments,
collider searches and astrophysics. We will, however, not consider cosmology constraints
as they are very model-dependent, see ref. [32] for a detailed recent discussion. Instead
we will focus on the general aspects of a light pseudoscalar particle interacting dominantly
with SM gauge bosons independent of its precise cosmological history.
3.1 K+ → pi+ + inv
The fixed-target experiment E787 and its successor E949 have studied the decays of charged
kaons at rest into a single charged pion and have placed constraints at 90% confidence level
(C.L.) on the process K+ → pi+ +X0 [64, 65], where X0 denotes a new, long-lived particle.
To interpret the experimental bounds on the branching ratio in our context, we have to
ensure that the ALP in fact escapes from the detector before decaying. We do this by
including a probability factor that the ALP does not decay inside of the decay volume
BR(K+ → pi+a)exp = BR(K+ → pi+a)theo e−Ldet/la . (3.1)
Here Ldet describes the characteristic size of the detector and la = |~pa|/(maΓ atot) is the
ALP decay length determined by its momentum |~pa| in the lab frame. For E787 and E949
we take Ldet = 4 m and calculate |~pa| given that the kaons decayed at rest.4
We will also include prospects for NA62, a presently running experiment aiming to
measure the ultra-rare K+ → pi+νν¯ channel, which has an SM prediction of BR(K+ →
pi+νν¯) = (8.4 ± 1.0) · 10−11 [76–78], with 10% precision [49]. In this channel the νν¯ pair
escapes the detector without a trace, giving rise to a missing mass m2miss = (pK − ppi)2,
where pK and ppi are the kaon and pion four-momenta. When reinterpreting this search for
K+ → pi+a we need to account for the fact that the SM process has a 3-particle final state.
In this case the missing mass distribution is spread kinematically whereas for the 2-particle
final state m2miss will be peaked. Note that, while NA62 cannot search for ALPs with mass
ma ≈ mpi due to prohibitively large backgrounds from K+ → pi+pi0, it is sensitive to both
the case ma < mpi (signal region 1) and ma > mpi (signal region 2).
4Note that E949 includes lifetime-dependent bounds on K+ → pi+ + X0. These are approximately
reproduced by the exponential probability factor, which is only of relevance for ma & 150 MeV. Below this
mass the ALP is always sufficiently long lived for the coupling values of interest.
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Figure 1: Differential distribution of m2miss for different K
+ decays taken from refs. [49, 75]
and supplemented by the prediction for K+ → pi+a (purple) with CWW /Λ = 5·10−4 TeV−1
and ma = 50 MeV, assuming a m
2
miss resolution of 0.001 GeV
2. Here the regions labelled as
“1” and “2” refer to the two signal regions of NA62, which are separated by the K+ → pi+pi0
background.
As an example we plot the missing mass distribution m2miss in figure 1 assuming
CWW /Λ = 5·10−4 TeV−1 andma = 50 MeV corresponding to BR(K+ → pi+a) ≈ 4.1·10−12.
For this particular choice of mass this signal falls into the signal region 1 of NA62. One no-
tices that despite K+ → pi+a having a much smaller branching ratio than K+ → pi+νν¯ for
these parameter points, the different kinematics imply that this ALP channel would have
a visible impact on the measured distribution. However, as there are no official projections
provided by NA62 concerning their sensitivity for the K+ → pi+a channel, we assume that
NA62 will improve the experimental bounds by E787 and E949 by roughly an order of
magnitude based on the information given in table 2 of ref. [79].5 For eq. (3.1) we take
|~pa| = Ea = 37 GeV and Ldet = 200 m in the case of NA62 [82].
3.2 Beam dump experiments
In beam dump facilities ALPs can be produced not only in flavour changing meson decays,
but also via their direct couplings to photons and gluons, e.g. via the Primakoff process.
Important constraints come from the E137 experiment at SLAC [83], where a search for
ALPs with dominant photon couplings was performed. The original analysis was extended
to the full ALP parameter space in ref. [52], which uses the null result to obtain a bound at
95% C.L. . The same constraint also applies in the case of a dominant ALP-gluon coupling,
5We also point out that the experiment KLEVER [80], currently in the process of being designed to
measure BR(K0L → pi0νν¯) with better than 20% accuracy, could even exceed the reach of NA62 assumed
here [81].
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for which the induced photon coupling (see eq. (2.10)) dominates the production in electron
beam dump experiments.
Proton beam dump experiments [84–86] also offer an additional promising search strat-
egy for ALPs with gluon couplings. In refs. [42, 81] the constraints by CHARM have been
revisited for the case that the production occurs through mixing with pseudoscalar mesons.
The resulting production is found to be strongly enhanced compared to the case of cou-
plings only to photons for ALPs with mass ma & 100 MeV. Moreover, due to their higher
beam energy, proton beam dump experiments are particularly sensitive to relatively large
ALP masses and couplings, for which ALPs produced in an electron beam dump would
decay before reaching the detector. However, the information provided in refs. [42, 81] is
insufficient to allow for a reinterpretation of these bounds for ALPs with additional cou-
plings to photons or under the assumption of different η and η′ mixing angles. We will
therefore not include this bound in the following but stress that the sensitivity of proton
beam dump experiments to ALPs with several couplings and large masses would be very
interesting to explore in a proper simulation (see refs. [17, 57]).
3.3 Z → γ + inv.
In section 2.1 it was shown that the various ALP interactions in the electroweak sector
are highly correlated and are therefore expected to arise simultaneously. In addition to
the W± boson and photon coupling, the coefficient CγZ can be relevant as it induces the
Z → γ + a decay. The decay width for this process reads [44, 87]
Γ(Z → γa) = 8piαα(mZ)m
3
Z
3s2wc
2
w
( |CγZ |
Λ
)2(
1− m
2
a
m2Z
)3
. (3.2)
A search in this channel was performed by L3 at LEP at the Z resonance. The null-results
were converted into a bound on the branching ratio as a function of the photon energy,
which for small ma corresponds to BR(Z → γa) . 10−6 at 95% C.L. [52, 88].
3.4 Astrophysical bounds
For MeV-scale ALPs that couple to photons and nucleons astrophysical probes also provide
relevant constraints. In our discussion cooling constraints and the missing “ALP burst”
from SN1987A as well as modifications of the stellar evolution of horizontal branch (HB)
stars are relevant.
Cooling constraints from SN1987A
In the standard scenario of a core-collapse supernova most of its energy is released through
neutrino emission, constituting the main cooling mechanism for the proto-neutron star,
which forms as a result of the collapse. However, if additional, new weakly interacting
particles exist with masses below O(100 MeV) these can also be produced in the SN core,
which has a temperature of several tens of MeV. If this new energy loss mechanism is
as efficient as (or even more efficient than) the energy loss through neutrinos, this would
be in tension with the observed duration of the neutrino signal on Earth for the case
– 10 –
of SN1987A. To make precise statements about the influence of a specific ALP on the
supernova evolution one would in principle need to include all relevant effects in a detailed
supernova simulation. Here we will instead use the approximate analytic criterion proposed
by Raffelt [22] stating that the energy loss due to new particles should not exceed the
neutrino luminosity Lν = 3 · 1052 erg/s.6
In order to determine the luminosity La of ALPs produced in a proto-neutron star, we
employ the ansatz from refs. [25, 90] and extend it to ALP-photon couplings. The lumi-
nosity is defined by a volume integral over the volume emission rate of ALPs within the
neutrinosphere Rν , beyond which neutrinos stream freely, as ALPs produced inside and
escaping this region pose a new energy loss mechanism. However, for large ALP couplings
the interaction will be so strong that most ALPs produced in this region do not actually
escape but get absorbed again, which is referred to as the “trapping regime”. This is taken
into account by including an optical depth factor in the integration characterizing the prob-
ability that an ALP produced within the neutrinosphere reaches the radius Rfar, beyond
which the ALP energy cannot get reprocessed efficiently into neutrino energy [90]. We pro-
vide more details on the luminosity formula and the ALP energy distribution contributing
to the luminosity in appendix C.
For ALPs coupling dominantly to photons Primakoff conversion involving protons,
γ + p → a + p, provides the main production mechanism [91]. In the case of ALP-gluon
couplings bremsstrahlung in nucleon scattering N +N → N +N + a is most relevant [22,
92]. Processes involving electrons are negligible as their phase space is Pauli-blocked in a
supernova core [93]. Combining all of these points, we obtain for the ALP luminosity
La =
∫
r≤Rν
dV
(∫
d3pa
(2pi)3
ωΓae
−ω/T β e−τ +
∫
2d3pγ
(2pi)3
ωΓγ→a
eω/T − 1β e
−τ
)
,
=
∫
r≤Rν
dV
∫ ∞
ma
dω
2pi2
(
ω2 Γae
−ω/T√ω2 −m2a + 2 ω3Γγ→aeω/T − 1
)
β e−τ .
(3.3)
The integration variables pa and pγ describe the ALP and photon momenta, Γγ→a and
Γa the production rates through Primakoff and bremsstrahlung, T the temperature as a
function of radius r and τ ≡ τ(ma, ω, r, Rfar) is the optical depth. Following ref. [25],
we set Rfar = 100 km. For the Primakoff process we have used that the photon energy
ωγ is equivalent to the ALP energy ωa ≡ ω as the proton mass is much larger than all
other energies involved [27, 91]. In the integration we have also taken into account that
the ALP/initial photon energy has to be at least ma to produce an ALP of this mass. The
effects of sizeable ALP masses, i.e. ma > 1 MeV, are estimated by a phase space factor
β =
√
1−m2a/ω2 [24, 25]. We now go into more detail concerning the different quantities
entering eq. (3.3):
• We use the axion absorptive width Γa for nucleon bremsstrahlung given in eqs. (4.2)
and (4.3) in ref. [25], where we perform the replacement fa → Λ. For the one-pion
exchange correction factor γh we use the parameter values for an electron fraction
6Note that recently ref. [89] critically assessed the standard picture of a core-collapse for SN1987A
assumed here.
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of Ye = 0.1 given in table 1 in ref. [94]. We stress, however, that the different
parameter sets are very similar at higher densities, where most of the ALP production
and capturing will occur. For the factor γp, which corrects for the finite pion mass
and nucleon degeneracy, we take into account the fraction of nuclei that actually
participate in the scattering. For example, an ALP with gluon couplings interacts
much more strongly with protons than with neutrons. In this case we use a density
of Yp ρ with the proton fraction Yp = 0.3 as input parameter.
• The transition rate of a (massless) photon with energy ω into an ALP of the same
energy via the Primakoff process is given by [23]
Γγ→a =
(
16piαCeffγγ
Λ
)2
Tκ2
32pi
[(
1 +
κ2
4ω2
)
ln
(
1 +
4ω2
κ2
)
− 1
]
, (3.4)
where κ is the screening scale as the Coulomb potential only has a finite range in a
plasma [91]. Note that this transition rate is averaged over the photon polarizations,
which is the origin of the factor 2 appearing in eq. (3.3). Taking into account that
the protons are partially degenerate, the screening scale reads [93]
κ2 =
4piα
T
neffp , (3.5)
with the effective number of proton targets neffp . For simplicity we assume that
neffp = 0.5np = 0.5Yp ρ/mp, where mp is the proton mass, within the core region, i.e.
r ≤ 10 km, and neffp = np outside. This degeneracy has, however, only slight effects.
• The optical depth includes contributions from inverse Primakoff processes, ALP de-
cays into photons and inverse nucleon bremsstrahlung. Combining these, it reads
(see appendix C for the general definition)
τ =(Rfar −Rν)β−1
(
2Γγ→a(Rν) + γ−1Γaγγ + Γa(Rν)
)
+ β−1
∫ Rν
r
dr′
(
2Γγ→a + γ−1Γaγγ + Γa
)
,
(3.6)
where we included a factor 2 due to the two photon polarizations and a Lorentz factor
γ = ω/ma [24, 95]. We also split the integration into r < Rν and r > Rν as the
temperature and density profiles used do not go that far [90]. This will also give a
conservative estimate of the effects in the outer region of the star as the temperature
and density profile are kept constant beyond r = Rν instead of letting them decrease.
• The main temperature and density profile used in this work is the fiducial one as given
in ref. [90]. We have also checked the exclusions contours for the profiles by Fischer
(11M and 18M) [96] as well as Nakazato (13M) [97] with the parameters as given
in table 2 of ref. [90] and have found the fiducial one to give the most conservative
bound overall (see appendix D for more details).
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Figure 2: Comparison of the different supernova bounds for a dominant ALP-photon
coupling (left) and a dominant ALP-gluon interaction (right). We have taken the brown
curve from ref. [52], the red curve from ref. [24], the yellow one from ref. [44] (originally
computed in ref. [98]), the black as well as the green one from ref. [25] and the purple
coloured area corresponds to our result for the fiducial profile.
Let us now compare our results with those from the literature. It is important to stress
that even when using the same cooling criterion, differences in the calculational approaches
and the assumed temperature and density profiles typically lead to sizeable differences in
the resulting bounds, which demonstrates the difficulty of extracting reliable supernova
constraints. In the left panel of figure 2 we consider dominant ALP-photon couplings. We
observe that the lower boundary, where ALP production becomes efficient enough to alter
the duration of the neutrino signal (the free-streaming regime), is similar to the ones found
in other recent calculations (Dolan et al. [52] and Lee [24]). In the trapping regime, however,
for which we calculate a detailed optical depth factor, we obtain a weaker constraint.
In the right panel of figure 2, we focus on the case of a dominant ALP-gluon coupling,
for which bremsstrahlung production dominates over Primakoff processes. For the com-
parison we identify g2aNN from ref. [24] and 1/(2fa)
2 from ref. [25] with (C2pYp+C
2
nYn)/Λ
2.
While our determination of the trapping regime for small ALP masses gives similar results
in this case, our bound differs for larger ones as well as in the free-streaming regime. Most
notably, we find that for the fiducial profile the supernova bound is essentially independent
of the ALP mass for ma . 10 MeV, consistent with the fact that most ALPs produced in
the supernova have an energy well above 10 MeV (see appendix C). We also point out that
ref. [99] obtains a stronger bound on ALP-nucleon interactions for small ALP masses (in
particular in the trapping regime), but does not consider ALPs with masses ma > 1 MeV.
As mentioned before, assuming a different temperature and density profile and/or a
smaller value for Rfar would lead to stronger bounds than those depicted in figure 2 (see
appendix D for more details). In these cases the bound on the ALP-photon coupling
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would be closer to the estimates in ref. [24] but the constraint on the ALP-gluon coupling
would considerably exceed those derived there for the trapping regime. Given that the
uncertainties affecting the SN cooling bounds are sizeable but difficult to quantify precisely,
we adopt a conservative approach and use the bounds obtained with the fiducial profile as
shown in figure 2 for the remainder of this work.
ALP burst from SN1987A
In the coupling regime below the supernova cooling constraint ALPs are still produced
within the supernova core, but they do not lead to significant energy loss. In ref. [53] it
was pointed out that these ALPs are sufficiently long-lived to escape the supernova but
would still decay before reaching Earth. This would have resulted in a (delayed) gamma
ray burst that was, however, not observed. This missing ALP burst gives an important
constraint for ALP-photon couplings below the cooling constraint.
Number count of events
In addition to the two constraints discussed above, there is another bound on ALP-nucleon
interactions often quoted in literature that excludes much more parameter space above
the SN1987A cooling bound [100]. In this strong coupling regime one has to consider
that ALPs cannot escape from the core region but instead are emitted from the surface
of a sphere [101], the so-called axionsphere (analogous to the neutrinosphere). Although
these ALPs do not lead to a sizeable energy loss, they can potentially reach the Earth and
induce events in particle detectors. One therefore has to require that the number of events
predicted in the Kamiokande experiment does not exceed observations [100]. The ALPs
that we consider, however, are too short-lived to reach the Earth so that this constraint
does not apply.
What could play a role instead are ALPs produced on the axionsphere, leaving the
supernova and then decaying to photons before reaching the Earth [102]. The absence of
a gamma ray signal could then lead to additional constraints similar to the ALP burst
discussed before. However, in the coupling range of interest and for ALP masses above
a few MeV the decay length is too short to reach the effective radius of Reff ≈ 3 · 1010 m
needed to leave the supernova [53, 103]. Of course, even in this case one would need to
ensure that not too much energy is deposited in the mantle and envelope as most of the
energy is liberated by neutrinos [102, 104, 105]. A careful study of these issues is beyond
the scope of this work.
HB stars
The existence of light ALPs would also influence stellar evolution. Strongly affected by
ALP-photon couplings are horizontal branch (HB) stars, i.e. stars that have entered the
helium burning phase [106]. An additional energy loss through ALPs leads to a faster
contraction of the core region and hence an increase in temperature [107]. This then results
in a faster burning of the helium fuel and reduces the lifetime of horizontal branch stars.
This influence has been studied in the context of globular clusters, where one can determine
the relative number of horizontal branch stars and red giants, which are not as affected by
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Figure 3: Experimental constraints and prospects on ALPs interacting dominantly with
electroweak gauge boson. On the left we focus on a sizeable value of CWW . On the right
we additionally assume CBB = 10CWW as an example of how to circumvent the supernova
bounds.
the Primakoff production of ALPs due to their degenerate cores [108]. As the observed ratio
is within 10% of the prediction, new energy loss contributions can be constrained [22, 23].
The resulting bounds on the ALP-photon coupling have been computed in a simplified
manner in ref. [27], which we will use in the following. Note that for ALPs that couple to
gluons the induced ALP-photon interaction dominates over the ALP-nucleon interaction,
because the resulting Compton cross section is strongly momentum suppressed [22].
4 Results
In this section we combine the various constraints discussed above to determine the vi-
able regions of parameter space and explore the prospects for probing ALPs with NA62.
We consider first the case that ALPs couple only to electroweak gauge bosons, then ex-
plore the case of gluonic couplings and finally study the impact of varying all couplings
simultaneously.
4.1 Couplings to electroweak gauge bosons only
Let us first consider the case of dominant couplings to SU(2)L gauge bosons, i.e. the
case that all Wilson coefficients other than CWW can be neglected. The corresponding
constraints are shown in the left panel of figure 3. One finds that the combined constraints
from HB stars, SN1987A, L3, E137 and E787/E949 exclude essentially all ALPs with mass
ma . 100 MeV (unless CWW /Λ is much smaller than what is considered in this figure) and
in particular the entire parameter region that can be probed with NA62. This conclusion
relies crucially on the fact that couplings to SU(2)L gauge bosons induce both couplings
to W± bosons (which lead to constraints on FCNCs from E787/E949) and couplings to Z
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bosons and photons (which result in all the other constraints) after electroweak symmetry
breaking. Previous studies have often found weaker constraints by either neglecting the
ALP-photon coupling (as done e.g. in ref. [46]) or assuming the presence of another light
species that allows for ALPs to decay dominantly invisibly (see ref. [48]).
However, it is also possible to relax the constraints without leaving the EFT framework
introduced above. Since Cγγ = CWW + CBB it is possible to shift the constraints that
depend on the ALP-photon coupling relative to the constraints that depend on the ALP-
W coupling by considering the case CBB 6= 0. As an example, we consider in the right panel
of figure 3 the case that CBB = 10CWW , such that the value of Cγγ corresponding to a
given value of CWW is substantially enhanced. The bounds that depend on the ALP-photon
coupling are hence shifted downwards relative to the ones depending on FCNCs, so that the
parameter space probed by NA62 falls into the trapping regime of SN1987A. Even when
adopting a more agressive SN bound (see appendix D), one can find an appropriate relation
between CBB and CWW to open up parameter space for NA62 to probe as long as there
is an unconstrained region between the bounds from HB stars, SN 1987A and E137. By
considering simultaneously the ALP couplings to SU(2)L and hypercharge gauge bosons,
it is hence possible to open up parameter space where MeV-scale ALPs may be discovered
in the laboratory.
We note that in the case that CBB = 10CWW there are no constraints from E787/E949
(and no sensitivity of NA62) for ma & 100 MeV, because the enhanced photon coupling
implies that ALPs in this mass range would no longer escape from the detector before
decaying. Instead, they would contribute to the channel K+ → pi+γγ, where the sensi-
tivity is reduced by large SM backgrounds and branching ratios as large as O(10−6) are
allowed [82, 109].
Finally, we point out that constraints could potentially be relaxed even further in the
case of destructive interference, if CWW ≈ −CBB such that the ALP-photon coupling is
suppressed. The constraints that depend on this coupling would then be shifted upwards
relative to the constraints that depend on FCNCs. However, given the strength of the
supernova constraints, a very precise cancellation would be required in order to evade
these constraints entirely, making this solution less attractive.
4.2 Couplings to all Standard Model gauge bosons
The interplay of different couplings becomes even more interesting when including the ALP-
gluon coupling in the discussion. Figure 4 shows the resulting constraints as a function
of ma and CGG for four different combinations of Wilson coefficients. The figure focuses
on ma < mpi (corresponding to signal region 1 in NA62), while the case ma > mpi (signal
region 2) is discussed in appendix E. The top-left panel corresponds to the case where only
the gluon coupling is relevant and all other couplings can be neglected. As discussed in
section 2, the low-energy phenomenology in this case is determined by the effective ALP-
photon coupling, the effective ALP-nucleon coupling and the FCNCs induced by meson
mixing. The ALP-photon coupling leads to relevant constraints from E137 and HB stars.
The constraint from SN1987A depends on both the photon and the nucleon coupling, but
the latter dominates the phenomenology because the high nuclear density in a supernova
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Figure 4: Experimental constraints and prospects on ALPs interacting with SM gauge
boson for ma < mpi for different ALP couplings. Starting from the top left (clockwise)
we focus on dominant CGG, then CGG = CWW followed by CGG = 0.1CWW and lastly
CGG = CWW = CBB. Constraints that are affected by hadronic uncertainties (most
importantly the ALP mixing with η and η′) are shown with dotted lines.
core leads to an enhancement of bremsstrahlung processes over Primakoff conversion. As a
result, the cooling constraints are sensitive to much smaller Wilson coefficients than for the
case of ALPs coupling to electroweak gauge bosons. At the same time, the trapping regime
extends to much smaller couplings, opening up large regions of unconstrained parameter
space.
For the case of ALP-gluon couplings, constraints on K+ → pi+a from E787/E949 are
therefore highly relevant and the prospects of NA62 look very promising. However, it is
important to keep in mind that these constraints, which are obtained from the ALP-meson
mixing, are subject to hadronic uncertainties, see eq. (2.18) and the surrounding text. It
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is therefore interesting to consider the case where the effective coupling to W bosons gives
a relevant contribution to the flavour-changing processes. One example is shown in the
top-right panel, which corresponds to the case CGG = CWW (keeping CBB = 0). In this
case the constraint from E787/E949 shifts downward and become largely independent of
hadronic uncertainties. At the same time the constraint from E137 shifts upwards, because
CGG and CWW contribute to the effective photon coupling with opposite sign and therefore
cancel partially. The bound from SN1987A is unaffected by the ALP-photon coupling and
therefore stays the same in all panels. Furthermore, we now also obtain constraints from
L3, which rules out additional parameter space for ma ≈ 100 MeV.
In the bottom-left panel, where we take CGG = CWW = CBB, we observe an ap-
proximate cancellation in the effective photon coupling (see eq. (2.10)) leading to a strong
suppression of the bound from E137 and moving the HB star bound to larger couplings.
Moreover, the E137 bound now depends sensitively on the contribution to the effective
photon coupling from ALP-meson mixing, which leads to a more complicated dependence
on the ALP mass and larger hadronic uncertainties. For this specific combination of Wilson
coefficients the constraints on the parameter space resulting from the ALP-photon interac-
tion hence become less important. We point out that it is quite plausible that the Wilson
coefficients CGG, CWW , and CBB would be comparable in size, for example if they are
generated from the contribution of heavy new particles through triangle diagrams [47].
As an alternative, we consider in the bottom-right panel a more hierarchical coupling
structure, with CGG = 0.1CWW and CBB = 0. As expected, the bounds from E787/E949
and L3 become significantly stronger in this case and the sensitivity of NA62 extends almost
down to the parameter region excluded by SN1987A, such that the uncertainties in the SN
bound become particularly relevant. For even larger hierarchy between CGG and CWW it
may even be possible to explore the entire trapping regime with laboratory experiments.
The key point, however, is that the individual bounds depend in different ways on the ALP
couplings and can therefore shift relative to each other. A simple one-operator study is
insufficient to capture all of these dependencies and may give a misleading impression of
the status of ALP models. A more careful analysis instead reveals interesting regions of
parameter space where ALPs may be discovered with ongoing or future experiments.
5 Conclusions
The interest in the study of hidden sectors, i.e. new light particles with extremely weak
interactions, has increased substantially over recent years as a reaction to the absence of
evidence for new physics at the electroweak scale. The growing theoretical and experimental
efforts have paid particular attention to ALPs, which can arise as Pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone
bosons from a broken global symmetry. In the present work we have studied MeV-scale
ALPs in an EFT set-up with a particular focus on couplings to SM gauge bosons. We
improve on the common approach to focus on a single effective operator at a time by
taking into account all relevant low-energy interactions and their correlations. Relevant
effects are found to stem from ALP interactions with photons, W± bosons and nucleons,
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as well as ALP-meson mixing. We study the interplay of the resulting constraints and map
out the phenomenology of ALPs with several types of interactions.
We are particularly interested in the prospects of searching for MeV-scale ALPs in
the laboratory by performing measurements in the K+ → pi+ + inv. channel, for which
the presently running NA62 experiment promises to significantly improve experimental
sensitivity. We compare the projected reach of NA62 with complementary constraints on
the ALP parameter space, most importantly from SN1987A. We improve upon existing
calculations by consistently including both ALP-photon and ALP-nucleon couplings and
estimating the effects of systematic uncertainties on both bounds. As shown in figure 2,
our main constraint is more conservative in the trapping regime for ALP-photon couplings,
while for ALP-gluon couplings our results exclude more parameter space for larger ALP
masses. We furthermore discuss the details of ALP-meson mixing and estimate the resulting
contribution to flavour-changing processes.
As a first application of our framework we have focussed on ALPs that interact domi-
nantly with electroweak gauge bosons. The case that ALPs couple only to SU(2)L gauge
bosons is already severely constrained and almost the entire parameter space relevant for
NA62 is already excluded. However, as soon as a simultaneous coupling to hypercharge
gauge bosons is considered, the different constraints can be shifted relative to each other.
In particular, by enhancing the coupling to photons it is possible to extend the trapping
regime and circumvent the cooling bound from SN1987A, see figure 3.
We then studied the entire range of interactions with gauge bosons by also consid-
ering the ALP-gluon coupling. The resulting ALP-nucleon interactions push the cooling
constraint from SN1987A to much smaller couplings, opening up large regions of uncon-
strained parameter space that can be explored with laboratory experiments like NA62
(figure 4). By varying the relative magnitude of the different Wilson coefficients, we il-
lustrate how the individual bounds and prospects (and hence the overall phenomenology)
depend on the different couplings.
Our results demonstrate that it is essential to simultaneously consider multiple effective
ALP interactions, which are generically expected to be generated simultaneously in many
ultraviolet completions. Their correlations have an important influence on the interplay of
different probes and the viable regions of parameter space. Focusing on single operators
may introduce significant biases, for example by overestimating the strength of certain
exclusion limits. Nevertheless, we still find that there are many strong constraints on the
ALP parameter space, which can be improved with further theoretical and experimental
efforts. In particular, it would be very interesting to include MeV-scale ALPs in a supernova
simulation to study their impact in more detail and obtain more robust constraints from
SN1987A. Likewise, we have left a detailed study of constraints and sensitivity projections
for proton beam dump experiments to future work.
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A Details on ALP interactions with hadrons
In this appendix we provide details on the computation of the ALP mixing with pseu-
doscalar mesons. We start from the second line of eq. (2.6) and map it onto a chiral
Lagrangian at leading order. This yields [110–113]
LχPT = F
2
0
4
Tr[(DµU)(D
µU)†] +
F 20B0
2
Tr[Mq(a)U
† + UM †q (a)]−
1
2
M0η
2
0 . (A.1)
Here M0 accounts for the mass term induced by the U(1)A breaking, B0 = m
2
pi/(mu +md)
and U = eiφ/F0 with the matrix φ containing the fields of the pseudoscalar mesons
φ =
pi
0 + 1√
3
η8
√
2pi+
√
2K+√
2pi− −pi0 + 1√
3
η8
√
2K0√
2K−
√
2K¯0 − 2√
3
η8
+√2
3
η0 diag(1, 1, 1) . (A.2)
The mass matrix is given by Mq(a) = e
−iκqa/2faMqe−iκqa/2fa with 1/fa = −32pi2CGG/Λ.
We choose κq = M
−1
q /Tr[M
−1
q ] to ensure that there is no mass mixing between the ALP
and the octet mesons [43]. The covariant derivative is defined by
DµU = ∂µU − i(vµ + aµ)U + iU(vµ − aµ) , (A.3)
with the spurions reading
vµ = −eQqAµ ,
aµ =
∂µa
2Λ
32pi2CGGκq .
(A.4)
We first rotate η8 and η0 into η and η
′(
η8
η0
)
=
(
c(θ) s(θ)
−s(θ) c(θ)
)(
η
η′
)
, (A.5)
where we have introduced the short-hand notation c(θ) ≡ cos(θ) and s(θ) ≡ sin(θ). We
adopt the value θ = −13◦ from ref. [51]. To diagonalize the η–η′ sub-mass-matrix, we then
have to take M0 ≈ 1.05 GeV resulting in mη ≈ 537 MeV and mη′ ≈ 1.15 GeV sufficient
for our intended accuracy. Expanding now eq. (A.1), one obtains both kinetic and mass
mixing contributions. Following the notation of ref. [50], we write these as
L = 1
2
(∂µPi)Kij (∂
µPj)− 1
2
PiM
2
ij Pj (A.6)
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with P = (a, pi0, η, , η′). The matrices read
K =

1 −Kapi −Kaη −Kaη′
−Kapi 1 0 0
−Kaη 0 1 0
−Kaη′ 0 0 1
 , M2 =

m2a 0 m
2
aη m
2
aη′
0 m2pi δIm
2
piη δI m
2
piη′
m2aη δI m
2
piη m
2
η 0
m2aη′ δI m
2
piη′ 0 m
2
η′
 ,
(A.7)
where δI = (md −mu)/(mu +md) and
m2piη = −m2pi
(
c(θ)√
3
−
√
2
3
s(θ)
)
,
m2piη′ = −m2pi
(√
2
3
c(θ) +
s(θ)√
3
)
.
(A.8)
For the remaining expressions we refer to eqs. (2.8) and (2.9). Diagonalisation of the kinetic
as well as mass matrix results in the mixing angles given in eq. (2.7) at leading order.
B Mixing contributions to K+ → pi+a
The hierarchy encountered in kaon decays, namely Γ(K0 → pi+pi−), Γ(K0 → pi0pi0) 
Γ(K+ → pi+pi0), is usually explained by considering the leading order chiral Lagrangian
for ∆S = 1 transitions [69, 70, 114]
L∆S=1 ⊃ G8F 40 Tr
[
λ6 − iλ7
2
∂µU †∂µU
]
+G27F
4
0
(
Lµ23L
µ
11 +
2
3
Lµ21L
µ
13
)
+ h.c. (B.1)
Here λi denote the Gell-Mann matrices, Lµ = iU
†DµU and the indices attached to Lµ
denote specific matrix elements. From this Lagrangian, we obtain for the amplitude
iM(K0 → pi+pi−) = A0eiχ0 + 1√
2
A2e
iχ2 ≈ A0eiχ0 ≈
√
2G8F0m
2
K ,
iM(K+ → pi+pi0) = 3
2
A2e
iχ2 ≈ 5
3
G27F0m
2
K ,
(B.2)
where Ai and χi describe the amplitudes and phases in the isospin decomposition of the
kaon amplitudes [69, 70]. We have expanded each amplitude in A0/A2 ≈ 22 and addition-
ally in m2K/m
2
pi at leading order. As pointed out in ref. [68] the enhanced term proportional
to G8 in eq. (B.1) also contributes to the off-shell amplitudes
iM(K0 → pi+η) = G8F0√
3
(
2m2K
(
c(θ)−
√
2s(θ)
)
+m2pi
(
c(θ) + 2
√
2s(θ)
)− 3p2ηc(θ))
≈ G8F0√
3
2m2K
(
c(θ)−
√
2s(θ)
)
,
iM(K0 → pi+η′) = G8F0√
3
(
2m2K
(√
2c(θ) + s(θ)
)−m2pi(2√2c(θ)− s(θ))− 3p2η′s(θ))
≈ 2G8F0√
3
m2K
(√
2c(θ) + s(θ)
)
.
(B.3)
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These amplitudes are enhanced compared to iM(K+ → pi+pi0) and are therefore also
included. The K+ → pi+a amplitude can then be determined by taking all mixing contri-
butions into account
iM(K+ → pi+a)
≈ θapi iM(K+ → pi+pi0) + θaη iM(K+ → pi+η) + θaη′ iM(K+ → pi+η′)
≈
[
θapi
3A2
2A0
ei(χ2−χ0) + θaη
√
2
3
(
c(θ)−
√
2s(θ)
)
+ θaη′
√
2
3
(√
2c(θ) + s(θ)
)]
iM(K0 → pi+pi−)
= θmix iM(K0 → pi+pi−) , (B.4)
coinciding with eq. (2.17).
C Details on the computation of the ALP luminosity in SN1987A
The general expression for the ALP luminosity involves a volume integral over the energy
loss rate Q, where also the probability e−τ of an ALP escaping the neutrinosphere is taken
into account [25, 90]:
L =
∫
r≤Rν
dV Qe−τ . (C.1)
Here the energy loss rate Q (energy per volume and unit time) is defined by [92]
Q =
∫
d3pa
2ωa(2pi)3
ωa
(∏
i
∫
d3pi
2ωi(2pi)3
fi(ωi)
)∏
f
∫
d3pf
2ωf (2pi)3
[1± ff (ωf )]

× S
∑
spins/pol.
|M |2 (2pi)4 δ(4)
(∑
i
pµi −
∑
f
pµf − pµa
)
,
(C.2)
where pj (ωj) denote the three-momenta (energies) of the ALP (j = a), the initial states
(j = i) and final states (j = f). Moreover, f(ωj) are the phase-space occupation numbers
defined by nj = gj
∫
d3pf(ωj)/(2pi)
3 with the number density nj and degeneracy factor gj
of the particle species j. Note that a factor of 1 + f(ωj) is taken for bosonic final states
(stimulated emission), whereas 1−f(ωj) applies to fermions (Pauli blocking). Furthermore,
S denotes a symmetry factor for identical states in the initial or final state and |M |2 is the
squared matrix element which is summed over initial and final state spins and polarizations.
The optical depth τ is defined by an integral over the inverse mean free path l =
β/Γabs [92, 95]:
τ =
∫
drβ−1Γabs , (C.3)
with the absorption rate Γabs for a process a+ i→ f reading [115]
Γabs =
1
2ωa
(∏
i
∫
d3pi
2ωi(2pi)3
fi(ωi)
)∏
f
∫
d3pf
2ωf (2pi)3
[1± ff (ωf )]

× S
∑
spins/pol.
|M |2 (2pi)4 δ(4)
(∑
i
pµi −
∑
f
pµf − pµa
)
.
(C.4)
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We stress that the ALP energy integration in eq. (C.2) also affects the optical depth. In
the case of the Primakoff process, where one integrates over the photon momentum in
eq. (3.3), we exploit that the photon energy is equal to the ALP energy.
The different rates have already been computed in the literature and simply need
to be combined. For ALP production through bremsstrahlung in nucleon scattering and
Primakoff processes we have [22, 23]
Qbrems =
∫
d3pa
(2pi)3
ωΓae
−ω/Tβ ,
Qprim =
∫
2d3pγ
(2pi)3
ωΓγ→a
eω/T − 1β ,
(C.5)
where ωa ≡ ω denotes the ALP/photon energy and the phase space factors β account for
sizeable ALP masses. With these results, we can also determine the different absorption
rate formulas7
Γbremsabs = Γa ,
Γprimabs = 2Γγ→a ,
Γdecayabs = γ
−1Γaγγ ,
(C.6)
where an inverse Lorentz factor γ = ω/ma is included in the last line as Γaγγ is computed
in the ALP rest frame. Note that we neglected the Bose factors for the photon final states
for simplicity as these barely influence the results.
To illustrate the process of ALPs cooling the proto-neutron star, we provide in figure 5
the distribution of ALP energies contributing dominantly to the luminosity as a function
of radius for ALP-photon couplings (left) and ALP-gluon couplings (right). Here we take
ma = 1 MeV and consider two different coupling values in each case, corresponding to the
upper and lower edge of the excluded parameter region. We make the following obser-
vations: For smaller coupling values most of the ALPs escaping the neutrinosphere get
produced in the core region, where both temperature and density are largest, and therefore
also have energies of up to O(100 MeV). On the other hand, those ALPs with rather large
couplings are only able to leave the neutrinosphere when they are produced close to its
edge as the trapping in the inner part is too strong. But even these ALPs have energies
& 10 MeV on average for the fiducial profile, making it clear why the supernova cooling
bounds in figure 2 become independent of the ALP mass for ma . 10 MeV. We also note
that for the other profiles discussed in appendix D the luminosity distribution in the trap-
ping regime is confined to a smaller radial region, i.e. resembles the emission of ALPs from
a sphere, as the densities drop off more sharply.
7In refs. [27, 52] an additional β factor occurs in the definition of the mean free path for the Primakoff
process as Γγ→a for massive ALPs is used. In this case one should also replace Γγ→a β in the emission rate
in eq. (C.5) by the formula for Γγ→a for massive ALPs to be consistent. We find that both approaches lead
to similar results.
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Figure 5: Luminosity distribution of ALP energies as a function of radius for ma = 1 MeV.
On the left we focus on a dominant ALP-photon coupling and on the right on an ALP-gluon
coupling.
D Uncertainties affecting the SN1987A cooling bounds
In this appendix we provide more details on the uncertainties affecting the SN bounds. One
uncertainty results from the unknown temperature and density profiles of the underlying
star which can lead to sizeable differences, see figure 6. We use the profiles from refs. [96,
97] with the parameters as given in table 2 of ref. [90] and set Rfar = 80 km such that
ALPs have to traverse roughly the same radial distance outside of Rν as for the fiducial
profile. Another source for differences is the precise value of Rfar. As an example, we also
include the bounds based on the Fischer (11M) profile by reducing Rfar significantly to
Rfar = Rν + 1 km = 25.9 km. Similar reaches in the trapping regime can also be obtained
for the other three profiles when reducing Rfar. On the other hand, increasing the neutrino
luminosity to Lν = 5 ·1052 erg/s, as e.g. done in ref. [24], would relax the constraints again.
Varying all of these effects simultaneously leads to sizeable variations in the bounds.
We conclude that SN cooling bounds are affected by substantial uncertainties. Since
the bounds based on the fiducial profile shown in figure 2 are the most conservative ones,
we choose these bounds as the main constraints in the present work. We note that there
are further uncertainties that would affect the cooling bounds, such as the axion feedback
to the SN explosion. To study the impact of these effects would however require dedicated
SN simulations, and we therefore do not include them in the present work.
E Prospects of NA62 for signal region 2
In this appendix we provide the constraints and prospects for the second signal region in
NA62, which is sensitive to ma > mpi. As one can see from figure 7, this signal region is
not as promising as the first one since it is largely excluded by E137 and L3 combined.
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Figure 6: Comparison of the different supernova bounds for a dominant ALP-photon
coupling (left) and a dominant ALP-gluon interaction (right). In both panels we varied
the temperature and density profiles within our approach. We used those from Fischer
(11M and 18M) [96] as well as Nakazato (13M) [97] and the purple coloured area
corresponds to the fiducial profile used in the main text. The blue dotted line correponds
to Fischer (11M) with a significant reduction of Rfar down to Rν + 1 km = 25.9 km.
Moreover, the general structure of the bounds here is more complex, because the mixing
contributions between the ALP and pseudoscalar mesons become crucial and lead to can-
cellations in the ALP-photon coupling. We also point out that non-resonant searches for
ALPs at the LHC can play a potential role in this mass region [116].
References
[1] R. D. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, CP Conservation in the Presence of Instantons, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 38 (1977) 1440–1443.
[2] R. D. Peccei and H. R. Quinn, Constraints Imposed by CP Conservation in the Presence of
Instantons, Phys. Rev. D16 (1977) 1791–1797.
[3] S. Weinberg, A New Light Boson?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 223–226.
[4] F. Wilczek, Problem of Strong P and T Invariance in the Presence of Instantons, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 279–282.
[5] M. J. Dolan, F. Kahlhoefer, C. McCabe, and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, A taste of dark matter:
Flavour constraints on pseudoscalar mediators, JHEP 03 (2015) 171, [1412.5174].
[Erratum: JHEP07,103(2015)].
[6] C. Boehm, M. J. Dolan, C. McCabe, M. Spannowsky, and C. J. Wallace, Extended
gamma-ray emission from Coy Dark Matter, JCAP 1405 (2014) 009, [1401.6458].
[7] P. Tunney, J. M. No, and M. Fairbairn, Probing the pseudoscalar portal to dark matter via
b¯bZ(→ ``)+ 6 ET : From the LHC to the Galactic Center excess, Phys. Rev. D96 (2017),
no. 9 095020, [1705.09670].
– 25 –
101 102
10-6
10-5
10-4
10-3
10-2
10-1
ma [MeV]
C
G
G
/Λ
[T
e
V
-
1
]
E787 + E949
E137
SN1987A (cooling)
NA62 reach
CBB = CWW = 0
mπ
101 102
10-6
10-5
10-4
10-3
10-2
10-1
ma [MeV]
C
G
G
/Λ
[T
e
V
-
1
]
E787 + E949
Z → γ + inv (L3)
E137
SN1987A (cooling)
NA62 reach
CGG = CWW, CBB = 0
mπ
101 102
10-6
10-5
10-4
10-3
10-2
10-1
ma [MeV]
C
G
G
/Λ
[T
e
V
-
1
]
E787 + E949
Z → γ + inv (L3)
E137
SN1987A (cooling)
NA62 reach
CGG = CWW = CBB
mπ
101 102
10-6
10-5
10-4
10-3
10-2
10-1
ma [MeV]
C
G
G
/Λ
[T
e
V
-
1
] E787 + E949
Z → γ + inv (L3)
E137
SN1987A (cooling)
NA62 reach
CGG = 0.1CWW, CBB = 0
mπ
Figure 7: Same as figure 4 but including the signal region 2 of NA62. Starting from the top
left (clockwise) we focus on dominant CGG, then CGG = CWW followed by CGG = 0.1CWW
and lastly CGG = CWW = CBB. Constraints that are affected by hadronic uncertainties
(most importantly the ALP mixing with η and η′) are shown with dotted lines. This
affects in particular signal region 2 through the effective photon coupling, except in the
bottom-right panel, where the a–η and a–η′ mixing contributions to the photon coupling
are small.
[8] G. Arcadi, M. Lindner, F. S. Queiroz, W. Rodejohann, and S. Vogl, Pseudoscalar Mediators:
A WIMP model at the Neutrino Floor, JCAP 1803 (2018), no. 03 042, [1711.02110].
[9] F. Kahlhoefer, K. Schmidt-Hoberg, and S. Wild, Dark matter self-interactions from a
general spin-0 mediator, JCAP 1708 (2017), no. 08 003, [1704.02149].
[10] T. Abe, M. Fujiwara, and J. Hisano, Loop corrections to dark matter direct detection in a
pseudoscalar mediator dark matter model, JHEP 02 (2019) 028, [1810.01039].
[11] F. Ertas and F. Kahlhoefer, Loop-induced direct detection signatures from CP-violating
– 26 –
scalar mediators, JHEP 06 (2019) 052, [1902.11070].
[12] R. Daido, S.-Y. Ho, and F. Takahashi, Hidden monopole dark matter via axion portal and
its implications for direct detection searches, beam-dump experiments, and the H0 tension,
JHEP 01 (2020) 185, [1909.03627].
[13] Y. Hochberg, E. Kuflik, R. Mcgehee, H. Murayama, and K. Schutz, Strongly interacting
massive particles through the axion portal, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018), no. 11 115031,
[1806.10139].
[14] G. Alonso-A´lvarez, R. S. Gupta, J. Jaeckel, and M. Spannowsky, On the Wondrous Stability
of ALP Dark Matter, 1911.07885.
[15] G. Arcadi, G. Busoni, T. Hugle, and V. T. Tenorth, Comparing 2HDM + Scalar and
Pseudoscalar Simplified Models at LHC, 2001.10540.
[16] K. Choi, S. H. Im, C. B. Park, and S. Yun, Minimal Flavor Violation with Axion-like
Particles, JHEP 11 (2017) 070, [1708.00021].
[17] B. Do¨brich, F. Ertas, F. Kahlhoefer, and T. Spadaro, Model-independent bounds on light
pseudoscalars from rare B-meson decays, Phys. Lett. B790 (2019) 537–544, [1810.11336].
[18] C. Cornella, P. Paradisi, and O. Sumensari, Hunting for ALPs with Lepton Flavor
Violation, JHEP 01 (2020) 158, [1911.06279].
[19] M. Bauer, M. Neubert, S. Renner, M. Schnubel, and A. Thamm, Axion-like particles,
lepton-flavor violation and a new explanation of aµ and ae, 1908.00008.
[20] J. Martin Camalich, M. Pospelov, H. Vuong, R. Ziegler, and J. Zupan, Quark Flavor
Phenomenology of the QCD Axion, 2002.04623.
[21] M. I. Vysotsky, Ya. B. Zeldovich, M. Yu. Khlopov, and V. M. Chechetkin, Some
Astrophysical Limitations on Axion Mass, Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 27 (1978) 533–536.
[JETP Lett.27,502(1978)].
[22] G. G. Raffelt, Stars as laboratories for fundamental physics. 1996.
[23] G. G. Raffelt, Astrophysical axion bounds, Lect. Notes Phys. 741 (2008) 51–71,
[hep-ph/0611350].
[24] J. S. Lee, Revisiting Supernova 1987A Limits on Axion-Like-Particles, 1808.10136.
[25] J. H. Chang, R. Essig, and S. D. McDermott, Supernova 1987A Constraints on Sub-GeV
Dark Sectors, Millicharged Particles, the QCD Axion, and an Axion-like Particle, JHEP
09 (2018) 051, [1803.00993].
[26] J. Jaeckel and L. J. Thormaehlen, Axions as a probe of solar metals, Phys. Rev. D100
(2019), no. 12 123020, [1908.10878].
[27] D. Cadamuro and J. Redondo, Cosmological bounds on pseudo Nambu-Goldstone bosons,
JCAP 1202 (2012) 032, [1110.2895].
[28] M. Millea, L. Knox, and B. Fields, New Bounds for Axions and Axion-Like Particles with
keV-GeV Masses, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015), no. 2 023010, [1501.04097].
[29] P. W. Graham, D. E. Kaplan, and S. Rajendran, Cosmological Relaxation of the
Electroweak Scale, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015), no. 22 221801, [1504.07551].
[30] S. Hoof and J. Jaeckel, QCD axions and axionlike particles in a two-inflation scenario,
Phys. Rev. D96 (2017), no. 11 115016, [1709.01090].
– 27 –
[31] S. Hoof, F. Kahlhoefer, P. Scott, C. Weniger, and M. White, Axion global fits with
Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking before inflation using GAMBIT, JHEP 03 (2019) 191,
[1810.07192]. [Erratum: JHEP11,099(2019)].
[32] P. F. Depta, M. Hufnagel, and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, Robust cosmological constraints on
axion-like particles, 2002.08370.
[33] CAST, E. Arik et al., Probing eV-scale axions with CAST, JCAP 0902 (2009) 008,
[0810.4482].
[34] R. Ba¨hre et al., Any light particle search II —Technical Design Report, tech. rep., 2013.
[35] E. Armengaud et al., Conceptual Design of the International Axion Observatory (IAXO),
JINST 9 (2014) T05002, [1401.3233].
[36] S. Alekhin et al., A facility to Search for Hidden Particles at the CERN SPS: the SHiP
physics case, Rept. Prog. Phys. 79 (2016), no. 12 124201, [1504.04855].
[37] P. W. Graham, I. G. Irastorza, S. K. Lamoreaux, A. Lindner, and K. A. van Bibber,
Experimental Searches for the Axion and Axion-Like Particles, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci.
65 (2015) 485–514, [1602.00039].
[38] B. Do¨brich, J. Jaeckel, F. Kahlhoefer, A. Ringwald, and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, ALPtraum:
ALP production in proton beam dump experiments, JHEP 02 (2016) 018, [1512.03069].
[JHEP 02,018(2016)].
[39] A. Berlin, S. Gori, P. Schuster, and N. Toro, Dark Sectors at the Fermilab SeaQuest
Experiment, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018), no. 3 035011, [1804.00661].
[40] D. Curtin et al., Long-Lived Particles at the Energy Frontier: The MATHUSLA Physics
Case, Rept. Prog. Phys. 82 (2019), no. 11 116201, [1806.07396].
[41] A. Berlin, N. Blinov, G. Krnjaic, P. Schuster, and N. Toro, Dark Matter, Millicharges,
Axion and Scalar Particles, Gauge Bosons, and Other New Physics with LDMX, Phys.
Rev. D99 (2019), no. 7 075001, [1807.01730].
[42] FASER, A. Ariga et al., FASER’s physics reach for long-lived particles, Phys. Rev. D99
(2019), no. 9 095011, [1811.12522].
[43] H. Georgi, D. B. Kaplan, and L. Randall, Manifesting the Invisible Axion at Low-energies,
Phys. Lett. 169B (1986) 73–78.
[44] M. Bauer, M. Neubert, and A. Thamm, Collider Probes of Axion-Like Particles, JHEP 12
(2017) 044, [1708.00443].
[45] I. Brivio, M. Gavela, L. Merlo, K. Mimasu, J. No, et al., Alps effective field theory and
collider signatures, Eur.Phys.J.C 77 (2017), no. 8 572, [1701.05379].
[46] M. B. Gavela, R. Houtz, P. Quilez, R. Del Rey, and O. Sumensari, Flavor constraints on
electroweak ALP couplings, Eur. Phys. J. C79 (2019), no. 5 369, [1901.02031].
[47] G. Alonso-A´lvarez, M. B. Gavela, and P. Quilez, Axion couplings to electroweak gauge
bosons, Eur. Phys. J. C79 (2019), no. 3 223, [1811.05466].
[48] E. Izaguirre, T. Lin, and B. Shuve, Searching for Axionlike Particles in Flavor-Changing
Neutral Current Processes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017), no. 11 111802, [1611.09355].
[49] NA62, E. Cortina Gil et al., The Beam and detector of the NA62 experiment at CERN,
JINST 12 (2017), no. 05 P05025, [1703.08501].
– 28 –
[50] D. Aloni, Y. Soreq, and M. Williams, Coupling QCD-Scale Axionlike Particles to Gluons,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019), no. 3 031803, [1811.03474].
[51] KLOE, F. Bossi, E. De Lucia, J. Lee-Franzini, S. Miscetti, and M. Palutan, Precision
Kaon and Hadron Physics with KLOE, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 31 (2008) 531–623, [0811.1929].
[52] M. J. Dolan, T. Ferber, C. Hearty, F. Kahlhoefer, and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, Revised
constraints and Belle II sensitivity for visible and invisible axion-like particles, JHEP 12
(2017) 094, [1709.00009].
[53] J. Jaeckel, P. C. Malta, and J. Redondo, Decay photons from the axionlike particles burst of
type II supernovae, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018), no. 5 055032, [1702.02964].
[54] J. Jaeckel and A. Ringwald, The Low-Energy Frontier of Particle Physics, Ann. Rev. Nucl.
Part. Sci. 60 (2010) 405–437, [1002.0329].
[55] J. L. Hewett et al., Fundamental Physics at the Intensity Frontier, 1205.2671.
[56] K. Mimasu and V. Sanz, ALPs at Colliders, JHEP 06 (2015) 173, [1409.4792].
[57] B. Do¨brich, J. Jaeckel, and T. Spadaro, Light in the beam dump. Axion-Like Particle
production from decay photons in proton beam-dumps, JHEP 05 (2019) 213, [1904.02091].
[58] F. Domingo, Decays of a NMSSM CP-odd Higgs in the low-mass region, JHEP 03 (2017)
052, [1612.06538].
[59] Particle Data Group, M. Tanabashi, K. Hagiwara, K. Hikasa, K. Nakamura, Y. Sumino,
et al., Review of particle physics, Phys. Rev. D 98 (Aug, 2018) 030001.
[60] G. Grilli di Cortona, E. Hardy, J. Pardo Vega, and G. Villadoro, The QCD axion, precisely,
JHEP 01 (2016) 034, [1511.02867].
[61] Z.-Y. Lu, M.-L. Du, F.-K. Guo, U.-G. Meißner, and T. Vonk, QCD θ-vacuum energy and
axion properties, 2003.01625.
[62] T. Vonk, F.-K. Guo, and U.-G. Meißner, Precision calculation of the axion-nucleon coupling
in chiral perturbation theory, 2001.05327.
[63] L. Di Luzio, F. Mescia, E. Nardi, P. Panci, and R. Ziegler, Astrophobic axions,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 120 (2018), no. 26 261803, [1712.04940].
[64] E787, S. Adler et al., Further search for the decay K+ → pi+νν¯ in the momentum region
P < 195 MeV/c, Phys. Rev. D70 (2004) 037102, [hep-ex/0403034].
[65] BNL-E949, A. V. Artamonov et al., Study of the decay K+ → pi+νν¯ in the momentum
region 140 < Ppi < 199 MeV/c, Phys. Rev. D79 (2009) 092004, [0903.0030].
[66] W. J. Marciano and Z. Parsa, Rare kaon decays with “missing energy”, Phys. Rev. D53
(1996), no. 1 R1.
[67] N. Carrasco, P. Lami, V. Lubicz, L. Riggio, S. Simula, et al., K → pi semileptonic form
factors with Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 twisted mass fermions, Phys. Rev. D93 (2016), no. 11 114512,
[1602.04113].
[68] W. A. Bardeen, R. D. Peccei, and T. Yanagida, CONSTRAINTS ON VARIANT AXION
MODELS, Nucl. Phys. B279 (1987) 401–428.
[69] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker, H. Neufeld, and A. Pich, Isospin breaking in K → pipi decays, Eur.
Phys. J. C33 (2004) 369–396, [hep-ph/0310351].
– 29 –
[70] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker, H. Neufeld, A. Pich, and J. Portoles, Kaon Decays in the Standard
Model, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84 (2012) 399, [1107.6001].
[71] D. S. M. Alves and N. Weiner, A viable QCD axion in the MeV mass range, JHEP 07
(2018) 092, [1710.03764].
[72] T. N. Truong, Role of Square Root Threshold Singularity in Current Algebra and Chiral
Symmetry Breaking Calculations of K`3, K`4 and τ → Kνpi Decays, Phys. Lett. 99B
(1981) 154–158.
[73] I. Antoniadis and T. N. Truong, Lower Bound for Branching Ratio of K+ → pi+ Axion and
Nonexistence of Peccei-Quinn Axion, Phys. Lett. 109B (1982) 67–72.
[74] B. Batell, M. Pospelov, and A. Ritz, Multi-lepton Signatures of a Hidden Sector in Rare B
Decays, Phys. Rev. D83 (2011) 054005, [0911.4938].
[75] NA62, E. Cortina Gil et al., First search for K+ → pi+νν¯ using the decay-in-flight
technique, Phys. Lett. B791 (2019) 156–166, [1811.08508].
[76] A. J. Buras, M. Gorbahn, U. Haisch, and U. Nierste, Charm quark contribution to
K+ → pi+νν at next-to-next-to-leading order, JHEP 11 (2006) 002, [hep-ph/0603079].
[Erratum: JHEP 11, 167 (2012)].
[77] J. Brod, M. Gorbahn, and E. Stamou, Two-loop electroweak corrections for the K → piνν¯
decays, Phys.Rev.D 83 (2011) 034030, [1009.0947].
[78] A. J. Buras, D. Buttazzo, J. Girrbach-Noe, and R. Knegjens, K+ → pi+νν and KL → pi0νν
in the standard model: status and perspectives, JHEP 11 (2015) 033, [1503.02693].
[79] NA62, R. Fantechi, The NA62 experiment at CERN: status and perspectives, in 12th
Conference on Flavor Physics and CP Violation (FPCP 2014) Marseille, France, May
26-30, 2014, 2014. 1407.8213.
[80] KLEVER Project, F. Ambrosino et al., KLEVER: An experiment to measure
BR(KL → pi0νν¯) at the CERN SPS, 1901.03099.
[81] J. Beacham et al., Physics beyond colliders at cern: Beyond the standard model working
group report, J.Phys.G 47 (2020), no. 1 010501, [1901.09966].
[82] T. Kitahara, T. Okui, G. Perez, Y. Soreq, and K. Tobioka, New physics implications of
recent search for KL → pi0νν¯ at koto, 1909.11111.
[83] J. Bjorken, S. Ecklund, W. Nelson, A. Abashian, C. Church, et al., Search for neutral
metastable penetrating particles produced in the slac beam dump, Phys.Rev.D 38 (1988)
3375.
[84] CHARM, F. Bergsma et al., Search for Axion Like Particle Production in 400-GeV
Proton - Copper Interactions, Phys. Lett. B 157 (1985) 458–462.
[85] J. Blumlein et al., Limits on neutral light scalar and pseudoscalar particles in a proton beam
dump experiment, Z. Phys. C51 (1991) 341–350.
[86] J. Blumlein et al., Limits on the mass of light (pseudo)scalar particles from Bethe-Heitler
e+ e- and mu+ mu- pair production in a proton - iron beam dump experiment, Int. J.
Mod. Phys. A7 (1992) 3835–3850.
[87] J. A. Dror, R. Lasenby, and M. Pospelov, Dark forces coupled to nonconserved currents,
Phys. Rev. D96 (2017), no. 7 075036, [1707.01503].
– 30 –
[88] L3, M. Acciarri et al., Search for new physics in energetic single photon production in e+e−
annihilation at the Z resonance, Phys. Lett. B412 (1997) 201–209.
[89] N. Bar, K. Blum, and G. D’amico, Is there a supernova bound on axions?, 1907.05020.
[90] J. H. Chang, R. Essig, and S. D. McDermott, Revisiting Supernova 1987A Constraints on
Dark Photons, JHEP 01 (2017) 107, [1611.03864].
[91] G. G. Raffelt, ASTROPHYSICAL AXION BOUNDS DIMINISHED BY SCREENING
EFFECTS, Phys. Rev. D33 (1986) 897.
[92] G. G. Raffelt, Astrophysical methods to constrain axions and other novel particle
phenomena, Phys. Rept. 198 (1990) 1–113.
[93] A. Payez, C. Evoli, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, et al., Revisiting the SN1987A
gamma-ray limit on ultralight axion-like particles, JCAP 1502 (2015), no. 02 006,
[1410.3747].
[94] A. Bartl, R. Bollig, H.-T. Janka, and A. Schwenk, Impact of Nucleon-Nucleon
Bremsstrahlung Rates Beyond One-Pion Exchange, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016) 083009,
[1608.05037].
[95] G. G. Raffelt and G. D. Starkman, STELLAR ENERGY TRANSFER BY keV MASS
SCALARS, Phys. Rev. D40 (1989) 942.
[96] T. Fischer, S. Chakraborty, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, A. Payez, et al., Probing axions with
the neutrino signal from the next galactic supernova, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016), no. 8 085012,
[1605.08780].
[97] K. Nakazato, K. Sumiyoshi, H. Suzuki, T. Totani, H. Umeda, et al., Supernova Neutrino
Light Curves and Spectra for Various Progenitor Stars: From Core Collapse to
Proto-neutron Star Cooling, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 205 (2013) 2, [1210.6841].
[98] E. Masso and R. Toldra, On a light spinless particle coupled to photons, Phys. Rev. D52
(1995) 1755–1763, [hep-ph/9503293].
[99] P. Carenza, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, G. Guo, G. Mart´ınez-Pinedo, et al., Improved axion
emissivity from a supernova via nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung, JCAP 1910 (2019),
no. 10 016, [1906.11844].
[100] J. Engel, D. Seckel, and A. C. Hayes, Emission and detectability of hadronic axions from
SN1987A, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 960–963.
[101] A. Burrows, M. T. Ressell, and M. S. Turner, Axions and SN1987A: Axion trapping, Phys.
Rev. D42 (1990) 3297–3309.
[102] L. J. Hall and T. Watari, Electroweak supersymmetry with an approximate U(1)(PQ),
Phys. Rev. D70 (2004) 115001, [hep-ph/0405109].
[103] D. Kazanas, R. N. Mohapatra, S. Nussinov, V. L. Teplitz, and Y. Zhang, Supernova Bounds
on the Dark Photon Using its Electromagnetic Decay, Nucl. Phys. B890 (2014) 17–29,
[1410.0221].
[104] G. G. Raffelt, Particle physics from stars, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 49 (1999) 163–216,
[hep-ph/9903472].
[105] A. Sung, H. Tu, and M.-R. Wu, New constraint from supernova explosions on light particles
beyond the Standard Model, Phys. Rev. D99 (2019), no. 12 121305, [1903.07923].
– 31 –
[106] G. G. Raffelt and D. S. P. Dearborn, Bounds on Hadronic Axions From Stellar Evolution,
Phys. Rev. D36 (1987) 2211.
[107] J. A. Frieman, S. Dimopoulos, and M. S. Turner, Axions and Stars, Phys. Rev. D36 (1987)
2201.
[108] G. Raffelt, Stellar evolution limits on axion properties, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 72 (1999)
43–53, [hep-ph/9805400].
[109] NA62, C. Lazzeroni et al., Study of the K± → pi±γγ decay by the NA62 experiment, Phys.
Lett. B732 (2014) 65–74, [1402.4334].
[110] R. Kaiser and H. Leutwyler, Pseudoscalar decay constants at large N(c), in Nonperturbative
methods in quantum field theory. Proceedings, Workshop, Adelaide, Australia, February
2-13, 1998, pp. 15–29, 1998. hep-ph/9806336.
[111] R. Kaiser and H. Leutwyler, Large N(c) in chiral perturbation theory, Eur. Phys. J. C17
(2000) 623–649, [hep-ph/0007101].
[112] P. Bickert, P. Masjuan, and S. Scherer, η-η′ Mixing in Large-Nc Chiral Perturbation
Theory, Phys. Rev. D95 (2017), no. 5 054023, [1612.05473].
[113] S. Scherer and M. R. Schindler, A Primer for Chiral Perturbation Theory, Lect. Notes
Phys. 830 (2012) pp.1–338.
[114] J. Kambor, J. H. Missimer, and D. Wyler, The Chiral Loop Expansion of the Nonleptonic
Weak Interactions of Mesons, Nucl. Phys. B346 (1990) 17–64.
[115] H. A. Weldon, Simple Rules for Discontinuities in Finite Temperature Field Theory, Phys.
Rev. D28 (1983) 2007.
[116] M. Gavela, J. No, V. Sanz, and J. de Troco´niz, Nonresonant Searches for Axionlike
Particles at the LHC, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020), no. 5 051802, [1905.12953].
– 32 –
